This article intends to analyze the institutionalization of political science in Brazil through the expansion of the graduate system and evaluation process, which promoted research and scientific evaluations of institutions with Master`s and doctoral degree programs by an assessment model based on peer reviews and the rating of scientific production. The focus here is on Political Science in comparison with its neighboring disciplines, Sociology and Anthropology. We attempt to consider the timing of the process of academic institutionalization of Political Science, as well as its consequences for the consolidation of the field nowadays.
renders this scenario more complex with his more nuanced diagnosis, revealing the great regional diversity in the processes of formation of the social sciences in Brazil, as well as the importance that international circulation had for professionalising researchers and for the constitution of groups geared towards academic research in different institutional and regional contexts. In addition, Lamounier (1982) identifies the two bases that constituted Political Science in Brazil: a tradition of political thought forged between the 1920s and 1960s and the professionalisation that came as a result of the expansion of the academic system in the 1960s and 1970s.
The aim of this article is not to revisit the founding elements of the social sciences in Brazil -a process that has been well documented and analytically unravelled -, but to explore its inflexion, starting from its gradual institutionalisation, particularly after the end of the 1960s. Our intention is to isolate the main expression of this process of institutionalisation -the expansion of the postgraduate system, which brought research and scientific reflection into institutions focused on training masters and doctors and strongly oriented by an assessment model based on peer judgement and the rating of scientific production.
The focus here is on Political Science in comparison with its neighbouring disciplines, Sociology and Anthropology. We attempt to consider the timing of the process of academic institutionalisation of Political Science, as well as its consequences for the consolidation of the field nowadays. In the first section, we attempt to retrace the sequence of institutionalisation in the three fields based on an examination of how PhD courses and the training of doctors in Political Science, Sociology and Anthropology were formed. In the second section, we map the Political Science postgraduate programmes -considering the areas and thematic lines present in institutions currently in existence -, as a procedure for assessing their concentration (or diversity) and expansion, as well as the consolidation of a model for evaluating scientific production. Lastly, the text deals with the international impact of the scientific production by the Brazilian Political Science community. The information on the postgraduate programmes was extracted from the database of the Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior (2014) 8 (3) 3 -38 (Capes -Brazilian Federal Agency for the Improvement of Higher Education) 1 , which, in its turn, is updated every year by the Capes Report, containing information presented by the programmes on their activities during that period.
Any discrepancies between the information made available by Capes, the postgraduate programmes and those published in the Lattes Platform (CV database) are attributable to the information provided by the programmes. In order to maintain standardisation, unless otherwise stated, the data from Capes were utilised -the same ones that are used for assessing Brazil's postgraduate system.
The institutionalisation of Political Science in Brazil: slow but sure
To Bulcourf and Vasquez (2004) , the institutionalisation of an academic discipline is identified when it differentiates itself from other fields and academic disciplines, producing its own professional skills. As a result of the conformation of a specific professional community, the constitution of shared criteria of professional evaluation and recruitment, followed by the appearance of scientific associations, should be expected. In this sense, shared parameters for assessing merit and academic organisations seem to be the main symptoms of a discipline's institutionalisation.
Of a similar ilk is the demarcation suggested by Pérez-Linãn (2010) , for whom high institutionalisation can be recognised by regular, peer reviewed academic publications, professional recognition based on productivity -rather than on teaching or positions assumed in public debate -, low endogeny, high qualification requirements for entering a post and exclusive dedication in order to keep it. Conversely, low or precarious institutionalisation is recognisable when the profession is poorly structured, there is no requirement for exclusive dedication to a post, the academic training is in neighbouring disciplines such as Law, History or Sociology, publications are intermittent and there is no peer-review system, criteria of professional recognition are based on belonging to the "right" circles, there is dilettantism and low specialisation as seen in a wide range of teaching activities and research projects, and a tendency for an essayistic treatment of objects rather than a search for and treatment of empirical evidence. Finally, Leite and Codato (2013) associate institutionalisation with discipline autonomy by distinguishing the two dimensions through which this autonomy operates: firstly, (i) an institutional autonomy, marked by an expansion of the postgraduate system through Master's and Doctoral programmes, a rise in "disciplinary" periodicals (as opposed to more general ones) and the creation of scientific associations, such as in the case of the Associação Brasileira de Ciência Política (ABCP -Brazilian Association of Political Science). Parallel to that, (ii) a theoretical-methodological autonomy, entailing a "development of theories, methods and approaches that are particular to it", or, in other words, "that deal with politics as a self-regulating universe", making it "irreducible to other disciplines" (LEITE and CODATO, 2013, p. 01) .
Using these notions as a parameter, here we consider disciplinary institutionalisation as a process resulting from two factors: (i) an expansion of the indicators of professionalisation, involving the material bases necessary for academic activity and training professionals involved in research at universities and professional associations, creating a distance from dilettante amateurism; (ii) the consolidation of an institutional assessment system based on peer judgement, as a criterion for constituting academic hierarchies and allocating resources and incentives to academic and research activity.
The main driving force behind this process of institutionalisation of Brazilian Political Science has probably been the assessment of the postgraduate system carried out by Capes since 1976, which considers two aspects: 1) the accreditation of new courses and (2) a triennial evaluation of the performance of all institutions that make up the postgraduate system.
Two criticisms have been made of the inductive effect on the institutionalisation of the Brazilian postgraduate system caused by the Capes assessment. The first is that the rules of the institutional assessment might be an incentive to "productivism". By prioritising quantitative indicators, such as the number of published articles, citations or impact factor, the Capes institutional assessment could end up encouraging quantity of scientific production over quality or originality, as well as the use of subterfuges in order to artificially increase these indicators -such as self-citation, cross referencing or replicating the same piece (BIANCHI, 2014) . A second criticism points out that academic institutionalisation
could go hand in hand with a reduction in the creation of relevant knowledge and a homogenisation of scientific production. As it stimulates quantity and prioritises the publication of papers in scientific journals over books, the result could be a disciplinary institutionalisation that produces ultra-specialised results of limited scope, to the detriment of long-term research and the construction of "great theories" and inclusive explanations (BRANDÃO, 2007) .
A significant part of these criticisms can be attributed to a lack of information about the parameters traditionally employed in the process of academic assessment responsible for disciplinary institutionalisation. If "institutionalisation" can be understood as the constitution of a field with its own rules, values and hierarchies, the institutionalisation of Political Science as a discipline means that the values that determine its recognition and professional status do not result from the approval of entities such as "public opinion" (in the shape of social popularity) or from a deference typical of other social categoriessuch as Law, Journalism or Literature and their valuing of rhetoric, proselytism or essayism. Rather, they derive from codes and parameters pertaining to a treatment of "politics as science" (BARRY, 1996; SARTORI, 1984; SKINNER, 1978; VON BEYME, 1996) .
Contrary to what the critics say, it is precisely quality that the institutional assessment of the postgraduate system values, minimising the importance of the quantity of scientific production. This is evident in the creation of the Qualis system, responsible for rating the quality of scientific publications based on criteria pertaining to each field of study, but with peer recognition in common.
Peer recognition is expressed by the impact factor, calculated by the number of citations (that is, the importance that academic peers attribute to a certain author's contribution), the rigour and selectivity in the peer review procedures adopted by each periodical for accepting articles, or even more subjective criteria such as the importance attributed to a journal in a certain disciplinary field. For evaluating the institutional performance of Brazilian postgraduate degrees, the production of few articles published in periodicals classified as being in the upper categories of the Qualis system (and therefore with a greater potential for citation, rigour in accepting work or recognition in the disciplinary community) is more valued than a great quantity published in periodicals classified as being in the lower categories.
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In this way, quality -gauged by different procedures for measuring the judgement and recognition of peers -takes unequivocal precedence over the amount of scientific publications in the academic assessment and institutionalisation 2 .
The assumption that greater academic institutionalisation should go hand in hand with theoretical and methodological homogenisation seems equally devoid of evidence. Based on a comparison between journals ranked in the upper Qualis/Capes categories and between different analytical schools and thematic areas, Leite and Codato (2013) concluded that:
We have three extremes. In one of them, there is Lua Nova, closer to political theory, concept analysis and history of ideas (TP-HI). In another, Opinião Pública, closer to values, attitudes, participation and politics (VAP-P). In the last one, the Brazilian Political Science Review, closer to the performance of political institutions (DIP). In addition, there seem to be two other clear positions: Dados also shows a pull towards DIP, and the Revista de Sociologia e Política and the Revista Brasileira de Ciências Sociais (to a lesser degree) are closer to the State, society and government policies area (ES-PG) 3 . These two periodical make up the centre (LEITE and CODATO, 2013, p.19 ).
The scenario presented by Leite and Codato (2013) suggests that institutionalisation and theoretical and methodological pluralism co-exist side by side. That is, the creation of a values hierarchy for the scientific periodicals of the area of Political Science did not signify the hegemony of one analytical school, but, on the contrary, ensured that there was space in the higher classification categories for publications of a neo-institutionalist, behaviourist, political sociology, normative theory or Marxist nature, among others.
Finally, a relevant question regarding "productivism" is the importance attributed by the institutional assessment to the process of internationalisation of scientific production. Here, the question directly concerns the parameters of quality expected from activities of knowledge production and academic research.
Indicators that the expected requirements of quality, as well as of originality, institutionalisation and the production of specialised knowledge and knowledge of "medium reach", in contrast with the great interpretative models by the previous generation of Brazilian "social thought".
Arguing in favour of a progressive/cumulative interpretation of the history of Political Science, Almond (1996, p. 51) suggests that the development of notions such as "justice" and "democracy" could not have happened without the contributions of Plato and Aristotle. However, he recalls that today's knowledge of theories of justice cannot fail to consider the refinement and rigour included in treatments such as those by Walzer and Rawls, in the same way that Dahl and the neo-institutionalists furthered our knowledge on the "nuts and bolts" of today's democratic institutions. In this sense, it seems pointless to stretch the gap between the generation of the "interpreters" and that of the "professionals", centred on an institutionalised postgraduate system. If a concept such as "bureaucratic stratum"
was vital to bring the State back into the focus of analyses on Brazil's social and political formation, recent contributions from postgraduate laboratories allowed knowledge on how Brazil is governed to be furthered, thus generating important information on intergovernmental relations, the makeup of governmental bureaucracies, the formation of public policy agendas, federalism, the voting decision and party organisation. In the light of criticisms such as those outlined by Carvalho (1980, p.38) and Schwartzman (1982, p. 60) of the notion of "bureaucratic stratum", would it be credible to state that the knowledge generated in the last four decades of institutionalised postgraduate programmes has added little to an understanding of the agents and mechanisms that configure the institutional dynamics of Brazilian politics?
Professionalisation and institutional spaces for research
An initial step for analysing disciplinary institutionalisation is to consider the chronological differences between the founding of different scientific associations. In Political Science, the establishing of scientific associations is part of a trajectory of growing disciplinary specialisation and autonomy, with a demarcation of the field in relation to Philosophy, Law and, later, Sociology (ALMOND, 1996; DOGAN, 1996; GOODIN, 2009; GOODIN and KLINGEMANN, 1996 (FAVRE, 1985; FAVRE and LEGAVRE, 1998; GRAWITZ and LECA, 1985) , (2014) 8 (3) 3 -38 Here, we chose to maximise the similarities between the compared disciplines or cases, attempting to indicate the different patterns between them. Although the inclusion of cases/disciplines such as Economics, Law or Education could provide useful information, it would mean making a different comparative design, maximising the differences among cases in order to highlight the similarities between them. In Brazil, Political Science, Sociology and Anthropology have had a common trajectory, proven by academic ties such as, for example, the Associação Nacional de Pesquisa e Pós-Graduação em Ciências Sociais (ANPOCS -National Association for Research and Postgraduate Studies in Social Sciences), undergraduate courses in Social Sciences and in the majority of higher education institutions and postgraduate programmes starting at similar points in time. Although outside Brazil Political Science is very close to subjects such as Economics and Law, in Brazil, the latter have had origins and trajectories more distant from Political Science, which would considerably increase the heterogeneity and degrees of difference in a sample including them. The results, which consider the aggregate behaviour in the Area of Political Science, as well as the distributions verified in each programme, can be seen in Table 1 .
The first observation to be made is that endogeny was a relatively low behaviour in the PS and IR programmes -only 7.2% of permanent teaching staff had qualified in the programmes in which they were employed in 2012.
Interestingly, a greater frequency of endogenous recruitment was found precisely Note: There is a discrepancy in the data on USP staff members presented in the Capes Report and that extracted from the Lattes Platform. According to information from the Lattes Platform, the qualification of one of the lecturers from this institution was abroad, while the Capes Report says differently. In this case, we chose the information provided by the lecturer via the Lattes CV.
How should we interpret the presence of lecturers trained abroad?
According to Altman(2012) , the ability to recruit scholars with a PhD from institutions of international reputation, particularly US American ones, is an element to be considered when ranking the Political Science departments of Latin The apparent contradiction of the 50% of IESP teaching staff originating from Brazilian PS programmes actually confirms this trend. This entire contingent comes from the former IUPERJ, whose link with today's IESP is well known. 
Institutionalisation as a way of constituting an assessment system
A second dimension for examining the institutionalisation of a disciplinary field can be achieved by combining scientific research and qualified publication with an assessment of institutional performance based on peer judgment, as bases for constituting academic hierarchies and allocating resources for scientific investigation. Parallel to that, the integration of postgraduate and research groups into international networks and circles, and their visibility in the academic (2014) 8 (3) 3 Relations" -, although they do use a thematic line titled "international politics". (2014) 8 (3) 3 -38
A more advanced degree of institutional consolidation should translate into a more diversified teaching body, overcoming the thematic specialisation that goes with or propels a programme it in its initial stages. This does not mean that programmes do not have their own inclinations, with research results in areas in which they are stronger or more prolific, but a disposition towards a full thematic range, despite internal asymmetries in the productivity of each one of them. This trend is seen in older Programmes such as those of UFMG, USP, UFRGS, Unicamp, (2014) 8 (3) 3 -38 which makes decisions regarding the parameters and criteria and grades attributed to the programmes 12 . The grades range from 1 to 7, with 3 being the minimum grade for opening or keeping a course or programme, and 6 or 7 awarded to institutions with a performance akin to those of international centres of reference.
The core of the assessment carried out on the Brazilian postgraduate system can be whittled down to a combination of (i) scientific production -as a proxy for academic quality and vocation for research, (ii) the training of masters and doctors, but particularly doctors, and (iii) the degree of internationalisation obtained by each programme. According to the 2013 Triennial Evaluation
Regulations, the maximum grade (7) must be awarded only to institutions with a "highly distinguished level of performance (in the training of doctors and intellectual production) in relation to other programmes in the area; and a performance equivalent to those of international centres of excellence in the field (internationalisation and leadership)" 13 . A high-level postgraduate programme is expected to display a strong capacity to train doctors. The quality required from this training is -indirectly -measured by the teaching body's vocation for research, confirmed by a high per capita frequency of publication in periodicals ranked in the upper Qualis categories and/or in highly rated books, of quality equivalent to that of the area's main international institutions.
For a programme to be awarded a grade 7 -the system's highest -its performance must be equivalent to that of international centres of excellence of its field. It must show highly distinguished indicators of scientific production compared to those of other programmes in the field, and the ability to train doctors and be awarded a "very good" grade in all the requirements and items of the evaluation 14 . It is therefore a reference point due to its degree of internationalisation and the recognition of its position of academic leadership within the international academic community.
12
Regarding the attributions and composition of the CTC-ES, see http://www.capes.gov.br/sobre-a-capes/ctc. 13 The Regulations for the Triennial Evaluation 2013 (2010 , p.7, can be found at https://docs.google.com/viewer?a=v&pid=sites&srcid=Y2FwZXMuZ292LmJyfHRyaWVuY WwtMjAxM3xneDozODgxYTU2NTA1MzAyMjI3. 14 Capes. Regulations for the Triennial Evaluation 2013, p. 07. (2014) 8 (3) 3 -38
The evolution of grade 7 programmes in Political Science (ps), Sociology (soc) and Anthropology (ant) can be analysed in the Graph below: What reasons might explain the limited repercussion of Brazilian publications in the area? The fact that they are in Portuguese, which has limited readership in the rest of the world, might be partly responsible. Although the participation of Brazilian periodicals in the A1 (6.9%) and A2 (1.1%) categories is low, the fact that a disproportionate amount of Brazilian production is published in Brazilian journals probably contributes to limiting its international visibility. Opinião Pública was the exception to this rule, with almost one third of its articles co-authored with international authors. The contrast is evident when this information is compared against data from the Chilean Revista de Ciencia Política.
In it, around ¾ of articles published had the participation of non-Chilean authors in the same period.
As well as the authors' language and nationality, it can be equally relevant to consider the themes of the articles published by Brazilian political scientists in Articles on "Brazilian politics" were equivalent to around ⅔ of the scientific production in journals of the higher Qualis categories in 2010/12. The social sciences usually deal with their objects of study in a certain territory, and it is expected that "Brazilian politics", "Brazilian society" and "Brazilian history" etc. 21 A more disaggregated analysis of Brazilian production in this area is beyond of the scope and size of this article. An example of this can be seen in the excellent work by Nicolau and Oliveira (2013) and Leite and Codato (2013) . study of a specific national case. It seems evident that this option comes at a price, in the shape of limited repercussion in the international community. It is unlikely that journals of a higher impact factor will publish many articles on Brazilian politics. Except perhaps for Brazilianists, few authors will search for articles on Brazilian politics, published in Brazilian journals, to cite in their publications. 
Conclusion

